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doubted Mr. Peter Alexander, who has been dis-
respectful enough to indicate that Sir E. K. Chambers
himself had done a lot of poacherish disintegrating
before he turned gamekeeper (or Fund-holder) and
is therefore tainted with heresy, there are still Pro-
fessors in other colleges, and even universities
(though all, as Mr. Bailey would justly insist, cannot
be " the more important "), ready to earn an honest
fee by at least saying something not too controversial
about Shakespeare in the interests of orthodoxy.
Nobody, of course, would ask for any new indepen-
dent thought or research on the subject, while there
is heresy to be hunted.
And still, the Academy can hardly escape a sense
of insecurity. For one hears that in the f< more
important universities," with or without discipline,
all is not well. I am not at all sure, for instance, that
my young friend Mr. Bonamy Dobree would label
TITUS ANDRONICUS, as he does ALL FOR LOVE, " a
proud and lovely masterpiece/' even for a " country
schoolmaster." He is perhaps not fated to carry his
point as to Dryden; but his generation, wherever it
may find rest for its foot, does not seem friendly to
Foliolatry. And there is another trouble ahead. The
research entitled " The Shakespeare Canon" will
sooner or later come to a close, doubtless to the
relief of many, and moratorial decorum may be
found to dictate a change of topic for the Annual
Lecture. It cannot always hover over one order of
heretic.
The President, of course, who can never with